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1 T is ſurely a ſingular circumſtance, that Dr. 
Price, who is fo confident that the returns for 
the Engliſþ Hearth-tax, (though now diſconti- 
nued about ninety years) when compared with 
the preſent returns for the window-tax, though of 
a kind totally diſſimilar, are a ſatisfactory ground 
from which to compute the population of Eng- 
land and Wales, ſhould, at the ſame time, be 
equally confident, that the returns for the Iriſb 
Hearth-tax, though continued nearly upon the 
fame footing from the Revolution to the preſent 
day, and therefore properly comparable” toge- 
ther for different periods within the compaſs of 
this interval, do not, however, enable us to 
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3 
juclge either of the progreſs or actual ſtate of the 
population of Ireland. This, on the very face 
of it, appears ſtrangely inconſiſtent; and, when 
we come to examine the fact, we find the truth 
of the caſe to be juſt the reverſe in both in- 
ſtances. The Engliſb returns, as. far as the Doc- 
tor has ſtated and conſidered them, ſcarcely, af- 
ford any information upon theſe ſubjects at all; 
the Iriſh ones, on the contrary, are as full and 
compleat to the purpoſe, as any thing of the 
kind can well be. The former I have pretty 
amply diſcuſſed in a ſeparate eſſay ; the Doc- 
tor's account of the latter is in ſubſtance as fol- 
los: The Iriſh returns to the Hearth-tax 
0 afford no documents from which a judgment 
«« toletably correct can be formed of the pro- 
4 greſs or preſent ſtate of the population 
66 of. Ireland. All that is known from them 
% with certainty is the yearly produce of the 
% tax the average of which being for the laſt 
4 five, years to 1781, £.60,648, makes the 
% number of hearths, (at 2s. per hearth), to be 
606, 480. It is ſuppoſed that a houſe may be 
allowed for every two hearths, and that one- 
third of the houſes are excuſed on account 


o poyerty; and on theſe ſuppoſitions the 


number of houſes. will exceed 400,000, and 
cc con- 


L 9] 


«conſequently. the inhabitants will be about 
« 2,000,000.” Admitting the principal fact 
here aſſerted to be true, that nothing can be known 
with certainty from theſe returns but the annual 
produce of the tax, the hypothetical reaſoning 
grounded upon it is the moſt inapplicable 
that can be conceived. Inſtead of there being 
two hearths upon an average to a houſe, as is 
here ſuppoſed, there are actually very little more 
than one and three-tenths ; and inſtead of one- 
third of the houſes being excuſed upon account 
of poverty, there is ſcarcely one in twenty-ſix *. 
Were it neceſſary, both theſe aſſertions might 
eaſily be proved; but the leading fact itſelf - 

being 


In England, half the total number of houſes are excuſed 
upon account of poverty. This ſtriking difference Mr. Be- 
resford juſtly imputes to our ſyſtem of Poor Laws, which has 
not yet taken place in Ireland ; but the poor continue to be 
ſupported by voluntary contributions, which, as far as appears, 
very well anſwer the purpoſe. If fo, it is clear, that our legay 
proviſions for their maintenance, which were at firſt probably 
dictated by humanity, have brought an annual burden upon 
the kingdom of at leaſt two millions, beſides depriving the 
revenue of more than £.100,000 a year, without anſwering 
any other end than encouraging idleneſs and inſolence. For 
after all, our voluntary contributions are ſtill, perhaps, nearly 
as conſiderable as when they were the only mode of relief, 
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being falſe, the hypotheſis applied to it is of no 
conſequence. And that the leading fact is falſe, 


the following intelligence ſent me by the Right 
Honourable Mr. Beresford, firſt commiſſioner 
of the Iriſh revenues, ſufficiently proves. 
* 6bſerve,” ſays he, from your letter, that 
Pr. Price aſſerts that nothing is here known 
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with certainty but the produce of the 
tax. This aſſertion is certainly ill- grounded; 
for I take it for granted that a man of Dr. 
Price's liberality of ſentiment does not mean 


to quibble by adhering to the literal ſenſe of 


theſe words; but muſt intend to be under- 
ſtood, that in Ireland we have not any return 
made of houſes, but that we compute the 
number of them from the number of the 
hearths returned, or from the amount of the 
tax; but the fact is, that the hearth- money 
collector is ordered by his inſtructions to go 
at a certain time of the year, and make an 
actual ſurvey of his walk, inſerting in a led- 
ger ſor that purpoſe the number of houſes im 
each parith, &c. and then, after the walk is 
thus ſarveved, he is to go it over again, and 
collect the tax; and if in ſuch ſecond round 
he ſhall diſcover any. new houſe, not before 


diſcovered, he is to enter it in his leuger. 


«« Beſides 


1 


<«« Beſides theſe precautions we have a ſuperior 
« officer called a ſuperviſor, -who has generally 
«« about four collectors under him, except in 
* cities. It is this officer's duty to ſurvey at 
« leaſt one walk ina year, and to make a re- 
<« turn of his ſuryey, which is intended as a 
% check. It is clear then that. there is a return 
« of houſes made in each walk, and that each 
e walk certainly contains as many houſes as are 
te returned; and it is alſo to be obſerved, that 
all computations made from the number of 
7 the hearths, or the amount of the tax, uncon- 
10 nected with other information, muſt be ex- 
ce tremely erroneous ; becauſe it is by conceal- 
“ ing the former and diminiſhing the latter that 
te the hearth-money collector is enabled to com- 
« mit frauds. He may make a true return of 
«« the number of houſes, and yet retain a conſi- 
«« derable proportion of the tax by a falſe re- 
* turn of the number of hearths; whereas if he 
returned the true number of hearths he could 
% not defraud. He is intereſted, therefore, in 
« making a falſe return of hearths, but has no 
* motive to make a falſe return of houſes v. 


From 


The ſtatutes themſelves, indeed, which ena ded the Irish 
hearth-tax, ſeem to require a return of houſes diſtinR from the 
return 


1 


From this account it is exceedingly clear that 
there is an actual return of houſes conſtantly and 
regularly made; and although this return be 
not perfectly and compleatly correct, yet in all 
probability, it cannot be greatly deficient. The 
ſurveyor, we ſee, has no inducement to make it 
ſo; and if he did, the ſuperviſor would much 

more 


-- 


return of hearths, Theſe dates! 3 not by 2 nor have 
I ever ſeen them. But Mr. Beresford favoured me with ex- 
tracts from the only ones immediately on the ſubject, That 
paſſed in the 14th and 15ch Car. II. chap. 17. and That of the 
19th and 18th Car. II. chap. ro. The extracts being longs 
I content myſelf with theſe references and with Mr. Beresford's 

conclufions from them; which are, that they clearly pre- 
«« ſcribe, firſt a return of every Hhouſe in every patiſh, and next 
a return of every bearth i in each Houſe.” On the contrary, 
I cannot find that the Engli D ſtatutes, reſpecting the hearth · 
tax, enjoined either any ſuch diſfind returns, or even any re- 
turns of houſes at all; but merely the returns of perſons pofleſ- 
ſing hearths, ſtoves, &c. and the number of hearths, ode, 
Sc. in their reſpective poſſeſſions. Nor have I been able to 
diſcover that any ſuch judicious meaſures as above deſcribed 
were ever adopted by our hearth-tax commiſſioners for aſcer- 
taining the actual number of houſes in England near the time 
of the Revolution. While, therefore, the Viſb hearth- tax re- 
turns afford ſatisfactory ground by which to compute the pre- 
ſent and paſt population of Ireland, our hearth-tax returns give 
very precarious aſſiſtance for that purpoſe with regard | to Eng- 
land and Wales. 


n = > = TS” 6 T*- k 
\ gl "0 . 1 r 


Al | 
PF —_— 


[9 ] 


more eaſily detect bim, than he could in any 
falſe return of hearihs. So that what Dr. Price 
aſſerts to be the only certainty in the caſe, the 
annual produce of the tax, turns out to be the 
greateſt uncertainty of all *; though even this, by 
the very judicious methods repeatedly adopted 
by Mr. Beresford, bids fair for no inconſiderable 
degree of correctneſs. 


The number of houſes returned for the whole 
kingdom in the year, ending at Lady-day, 1781, 
were 


With one hearth, - - 400,784 
With from two to five hearths incluſive, 43,990 
With more than five, - . 15, 98 


Houſes with widows certificates, Ci. e. 
 houſesexcuſed on account of poverty, 17,741 


Total of every denomination, 477,602 


Theſe are the number of houſes, ſays Mr. Be- 
resford, returned for the whole kingdom, as ex- 
tracted from the books of the ſeveral hearth- 
money collectors, according to ſurveys by them 
actually made agreeable to the above repreſen- 

tations ; 


® I mean is the moſt likely to be defcient of what it ought 


to be. 
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tations; and theſe houſes each of them contain 
one, two. or more families, nay, in the towns, 
eſpecially Dublin, and that diſtrict of it which 
is called the Liberties, even ſour, five, or ſix. 


Mr. Beresford remarks, that the returns of 
houſes in ſome walks of the kingdom are ſtill, 
he has reaſon to believe, nearly one-twentieth 


deficient, and that beſides theſe, the hoſpitals, 


barracks for twelve thouſand ſoldiers, and build- 
ings for the reſidence of fix or ſeven hundred 


revenue officers, are likewiſe intirely unnoticed. 


Upon the. whole, therefore, putting all theſe 
circumſtances together, the total number of 
houſes in the kingdom cannot be leſs .than five 
hundred thouſand ; and it is equally clear from 
what is ſtated above, reſpecting the contents of 
each houſe, and from what Mr. Beresford has 
elſewhere obſerved concerning the extreme po- 
pulouſneſs of their ſmalleſt and pooreſt huts, that 
the average number of perſons to a houſe can- 
not be leſs than five: conſequently, the preſent 
population of Ireland muſt amount to at leaſt two 
millions and a halt x. 


As 


* Dy. Price informs us, P. S. to Rev. Payms. page 320, 
that a ſurvey of Belfaſt was made 1n January, 1982, from 
which 


uw} 

As to the progreſs it has made in the courſe 
of the laſt hundred years, a pretty ſatisfactory 
eſtimate may be formed from various data. Ac- 
cording to an account in the Philoſophical Tranſ. 
Vol. III. p. 666, and given us likewiſe by Dr. 
Price, P. S. Rev. Payms. Vol. II. p. 309. the 
number of people in Ireland in 1695 did not 
much exceed a million; they are of courſe ſince 
that time more than doubled. But from the very 
wording of this account it ſeems to have been 
rather a random computation; and, therefore, 
when conſidered in itſelf alone, not to be im- 
plicitly relied upon. It is however, in ſome 
meaſure confirmed by the comparative product 
of the tax near the two periods in queſtion. Mr. 

Chalmers, 


which it appeated that that town conſiſted of 2026 houſes, 
containing 18105 inhabitants. This makes nearly 65 perſons 
to a houſe, In the cown of Mancheſter, one of the moſt flou- 
riſhing we have, there are but about 64. I have elſewhere 
proved that the average of perſons to a houſe in England, ex- 
cluſive of London, is about 53. From this compariſon of the 
number of perſons to a houſe in Belfaſt and Mancheſter, may 
we not conclude, with ſome probability at leaſt, that the ave- 
rage of perſons to a houfe in Ireland, including Dublin, can- 
not be leſs than 53. This admitted, the preſent population of 
that kingdom cannot be leſs than two millions and three quar - 
ters. 
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Chalmers, in his excellent eſtimate, &c. page 


m 


193 of the Appendix, from an accurate docu- 
ment Ca), informs us that upon a medium of 
five years, ending with 1687, 


The annual tax amounted to £.42,416 
On a medium of three years, ending 
Vith 1732, V 
On a medium of ſeven years, ending 
with 1777, - - - 69,868 
In the year 1778 it produced 61,646 
In the year 1779 (b), - - 60,617 
On a medium of five years, ending 
with 1781, as ſtated above by Dr. 
Price, = - - 60,648 
In 1787, as ſent me from the hearth- ; 
tax office by the firſt commiſſioner of 

the revenues, - - - . 623,820 


wee theſe accounts, the authenticity of 
which Mmits of no doubt, it appears that the 
produce of the tax, and, with the allowances 
above ſuggeſted, the population of the kingdom, 


have been conſtantly increaſing during the laſt 


hundred 


(a) Bibl. Harl. Brit. Mu. No. 4. 
(6) Appendix to Young's Tour, 


E 
hundred years, and that they are now each of | 
them nearly double what they were about the 
time of the Revolution. 


But the moſt full, direct, and ſatisfactory evi- 
dence ot the degree of advanced population dur- 
ing the hundred years, ending with 1772, ariſes 
from the following ſtatements with which I have 
been favoured by Mr. Beresford, whoſe very 
obliging and liberal communications I can never 
ſufficiently acknowledge. 
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From this Table a variety of important con- 
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cluſions ſeem fairly deducible. The houſes in + 


1772, we ſee, were twice as mayy as in 1672, 


and one-fourth over; and, allowihg s perſons 


to a houſe, the number of inhabitant in 167 2 
was about a million, in 1772 more than two 
millions. The poorer people appear to have 


been more than doubled; the rank next above e | 


them, or that inhabiting houſes with two and 


three hearths, to have been multiplied almoſt 
five times; thoſe dwelling in houſes from four 
to ſix hearths almoſt tripled, as well as the orders 
next above them; and the higheſt rank of all, 
or that of perſons inhabiting houſes which con- 
tain above twenty hearths, was augmented more 


than eight times. The total population of the 


kingdom ſeems to have been more than doubled 
in the courſe of the hundred years, and as the 
ſuperior kind of houſes were increaſed four, 
five, ſix, and even eight times, its wealth and 
riches in all probability, were five, or fix, or 
even eight times as great in the latter of the two 
mentioned periods, as in the former. 


The above eſtimates of the preſent and paſt 
population of Ireland, though they pretend not 
to perfect correctneſs, are founded, however, 
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of the truth. Had Doctor Price produced as 


good ones of the number of people in England 


and Wales, either from the returns of houſes at 
the tax · office, or. from any other principles, I 
ſhould moſt readily have acquieſced in them as 


_ ſufficiently accurate. And, I cannot help re- 


marking, by way of general concluſion from the 
whole, that if the population, the wealth and 
proſperity of Ireland have been ſo clearly, fo 
certainly and greatly increaſed, we muſt violate _ 
every rule of analogy to ſuppoſe that England, 
which is ſo cloſely connected with her, and poſ- 
ſeſſed, perhaps, of till ſuperior advantages, 
ſhould not alſo, in every one of theſe particu» 
lars, have made, in ſome degree, a ſimilar ad- 


vance. 
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